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mistaken, and the more general opinion is right; the
man may be sincere but fanatical. He is bound all
the same to act according to his convictions, but his
sincerity is a reason why those who have to admini-
ster the law should make the punishment he incurs
by breaking it as light as possible.

Thirdly, and this is a very common case, the law
may enact something which in itself is neither right
nor wrong, but a matter of convention or of indiffer-
ence. In this case, it is the part of a good citizen
to surrender his own wishes so as not to disturb
established order, and weaken thereby the bonds of
law which hold society peacefully together. For if
one man might break the law without dereliction of
duty, so might another, and so might a third, and so
on; and then what becomes of the law ? This would
tend to reduce society to a state of chaos in which
every man does that which is right in his own eyes.
Of course the man is at liberty to try to get the law
altered in a regular way, but it is not his duty so to
do if he has the opportunity, as it would be in the
second class of cases.

Let me refer in illustration to a matter which is
somewhat of a burning question at the present day.
There has for many years been an agitation for an
alteration in the law prohibiting marriage with a
deceased wife's sister. I am not going to argue the
question whether there ought, or ought not, to be an